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The  House  bcuig  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  i| 
^tate  of  the  Union,  and  having  under  consideration  the  jj 
River  and  Harbor  Bill,  [j 

Air.  AIORSE  obtained  the  floor,  and  said:  j 

Air.  Chairman:  The  decided  vote  by  Avhich  the  { 
necessary  appropriation  bills  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  on  this  Government,  were  laid  aside, 
indicates  a  foregone  determination  to  pass  this  bill 
Muthout  giving  to  its  opponents  the  poor  opportu¬ 
nity  of  being  heard  against  some  of  the  iniquities  | 
apparent  upon  the  face  of  it.  I  regret  that  the 
little  time  which  has  elapsed  between  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  this  bill  and  the  moment  at  which  I 
have  the  honor  to  address  the  committee,  has  not 
enabled  me  to  prepare  myself  as  fully  as  I  had 
hoped,  to  speak  upon  the  general  merits  of  the 
bill.  But  before  I  enter  upon  that  subject,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  reply  very  briefly  to  some  of  the  remarks 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  Aliaryland  who  has  \ 
just  taken  his  seat,  [Air.  AIcLane,]  at  the  com-  | 
mencement  of  his  speech.  1  should  not  feel  myself  1 
bound  to  make  any  reply  to  the  gentleman's  j 
definition  of  Dei^cracy,  or  his  ideas  of  the  Alad-  j 
isonian  view  in  relation  to  internal  improvements,  1 
if  his  position  as  chairman  of  one  of  the  most  ! 
important  committees  of  this  House,  had  not  j 
invested  his  words  with  a  force  and  elfect  which,  j 
perhaps,  from  an  individual  member  they  would  j 
not  have  had. 

The  gentleman  told  us  very  frankly  to-day,  that  : 
when  called  upon,  by  some  gentleman  near  him, 
to  define  Democracy,  lie  had  a  right,  according  to 
Paley’s  system  of  ethics,  either  to  tell  the  trutli, 
or  to  define  it  in  some  other  manner.  AV'hat  that  i 
other  maimer  is,  I  know  not.  But  I  hope  it  was  | 
tlie  reverse  of  the  truth.  For  one,  I  desire  to  i 
say,  once  for  all,  that  if  the  sentiments  put  forth  j; 
by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Commerce  il 
be  Democracy,  I  do  not  belong  to  any  such  class  ! 
of  politics.  If  that  be  Democracy,  I  am  some-  ! 
thing  else,  entirely  antagoni.stical  to  it.  It  may 
be  “Free  Soilism;”  it  may  be  Whiggery.  The 
State  of  Alaryland  never  has  given  a  Democratic 
vote  since  its  organization;  and  the  reason  of  that 
may  be,  that  the  leaders  of  the  Democratic  party  in 


that  State  have  entertained  such  notions  of  Democ¬ 
racy  as  the  gentleman  from  Alaryland  [Air.  AIc- 
Lane]  advances.  The  gentleman  from  Alaryland, 
in  the  course  of  his  remarks  in  reply  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Carolina,  [Air.  Holmes,]  took 
occasion  to  advise  him  to  keep  within  the  old  adage, 
that  “people  who  reside  in  glass  houses  should 
not  throw  stones.”  Now,  sir,  we  heard  the  gen¬ 
tleman  undertake  to  tell  us  what  was  the  Aladi- 
sonian  doctrine  on  the  subject  of  internal  improve¬ 
ments.  He  undertook  to  tell  us  that  General 
Jackson,  Jefferson,  Alonroe,  and  all  the  lights  of 
Democracy  on  this  subject,  were  found  with  him. 
Well,  sir,  they  were  with  him  a  short  time  ago. 
But  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee 
to  the  gentleman’s  opinions  during  the  session  of 
1848.  Sir,  at  that  time.  Air.  Pettit,  of  Indiana,  of¬ 
fered  the  following  resolutions: 

“  Resolved,  That  if  in  the  judgment  of  Congress  it  be 
necessary  to  improve  the  navigation  of  a  river,  to  expedite 
and  render  secure  the  movements  of  our  army,  and  save 
from  delay  and  loss  our  arms  and  munitions  of  war,  then 
Congress  has  the  power  to  improve  such  river. 

“  Resolved,  If  it  be  necessary  for  the  preservation  of  the 
lives  of  our  seamen,  repairs,  safety,  or  maintenance  of  our 
vessels  of  war.  to  improve  a  harbor  or  inlet,  either  on  the 
Atlantic  or  Lake  coast,  Congress  has  the  power  to  make 
such  appropriations.-’ 

‘‘  The  said  resolutions  were  read  ;  when  Mr.  Pettit 
moved  the  pre\ious  question. 

“'Mr.  SIMS  moved  that  the  said  resolutions  be  laid  on 
the  table. 

“  The  vote  was  taken  and  decided  in  the  negative — yeas 
70,  nays  1‘24.“ 

That  was  one  of  the  ingenious  clap-traps  which 
are  frequently  seen  upon  this  floor.  It  was  an  en¬ 
deavor  to  place  gentlemen  who  oppose  this  system 
of  corruption,  this  miserable  bribery  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House,  through  means  of  their  con¬ 
stituents — it  was  for  the  purpose,  I  say,  of  making 
those  gentlemen  seem  to  vote  against  supplying 
the  necessary  means  for  carrying  on  the  war. 
Well,  there  were  some  weak  Democrats  at  that 
time  afraid  to  vote  against  the  principle.  But  after 
some  discussion,  Air.  Sims  moved  that  thes 
resolutions  be  laid  upon  the  table.  AVhere,  then, 
was  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Commerce — 
he  who  undertakes  to  tell  us  that  this  system  has 
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been  sanctioned,  and  has  met  the  approbation  of  | 
Jefferson,  Jackson,  Monroe,  and  Madison?  Why,  j 
sir,  the  vote  upon  the  motion  to  lay  upon  the  .table  i 
was  yeas  70,  to  124  nays.  And  among  those  sev¬ 
enty  I  find  myself,  in  company  with  the  honorable 
Robert  M.  McLane,  of  Maryland,  the  present  | 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  and  i 
now  the  special  advocate  of  this  system  of  inter-  | 
nal  improvements,  with  all  its  enormities.  i| 

Mr.  McLANE.  I  should  give  the  same  vote  ij 
upon  the  same  resolutions  now.  j| 

Mr.  MORSE.  Well,  then,  Mr.  Wentworth,  j 
of  Illinois,  who  was  the  putative  father  of  this  j 
system  of  internal  improvements,  introduced  the  ; 
following  resolution  : 

“  Resolved.  Th.it  the  General  Government  has  the  power  1 1 
to  construct  such  harbors  and  improve  such  rivers  as  are  |  j 
necessary  and  proper  for  the  protection  of  our  navy  and  of  ^  j 
our  commerce,  and  also  for  the  defences  of  our  country.”  |  j 

Not  for  the  purpose  of  trade,  not  for  the  purpose  | 
of  carrying  down  the  commerce  upon  our  inland  j 
seas  in  times  of  peace,  but,  sir,  for  the  purpose  of  [ 
defending  the  country  against  foreign  invasion,  i 
under  the  clause  of  the  Constitution  which  permits 
us  to  make  war  and  establish  an  army,  and  with 
it,  as  it  has  been  frequently  contended,  all  the  j 
necessary  and  proper  powers.  Very  well,  sir:  I 

‘‘The  said  resolution  was  read  ;  when  | 

“  Mr.  AVENTWORTH  moved  the  previous  question, 
which  was  seconded  ;  and  the  main  qtiestion  was  ordered 
to  be  put,  viz ;  ‘  Will  the  House  agree  to  the  said  resolu¬ 
tion?’  1 

“The  question  being  put,  was  decided  in  the  affirma¬ 
tive — yeas  138,  nays  54.” 

138  voted  aye,  and  a  poor  corporal’s  guard  of  54  ! 
were  found  in  the  negative ! 

I  am  happy  to  see  that  I  was  one  of  that  small  j 
body,  and  my  friend  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 1 
mittee  on  Commerce,  w'as  one  of  us.  Not  for  the  ' 
purpose  of  saving  the  munitions  of  war — not  for 
the  purpose  of  defending  our  country  from  hostile 
invasion — not  for  the  purpose  of  resisting  a  foreign  i 
foe,  could  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Com-  j 
merce  vote  that  the  General  Government  had  this 
power,  under  the  war-making  power. 

Mr.  McCLERNAND  (interposing,  and  Mr. 
Morse  yiedling  the  floor)  said;  I  may  remark  that 
I  very  well  recollect  the  occasion  to  which  the  gen¬ 
tleman  has  alluded.  The  resolution  was  moved 
by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois;  and  before  he  sent 
it  to  the  Clerk’s  desk,  he  had  moved  the  previous 
question.  He  offered  that  resolution,  as  I  then 
understood,  as  censuring  Mr.  Polk  for  his  veto  of 
the  river  and  harbor  bill;  for  after  the  result  was 
known,  he  exclaimed,  “We  have  now  passed 
the  bill  over  his  head  !  ’  ’ 

Mr.  JONES  (Mr.  Morse  yielding  the  floor) 
said,  he  saw  from  the  Journal,  to  which  his  atten-  i 
tion  had  been  called,  that  on  the  adoption  of  the  j 
resolution  just  referred  to  by  the  gentleman  from  j 
Louisiana,  [Mr.  Morse,]  that  his  name  was  re-  ! 
corded  in  the  affirmative,  and  the  name  of  John 
W.  Jones,  a  Representative  from  the  State  of 
Georgia,  is  recorded  in  the  negative.  This  is 
wrong — ^it  places  me  in  a  false  position.  I  voted 
against  the  resolution  introduced  by  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois,  [Mr.  Wentv/orth.]  The  Congres¬ 
sional  Globe,  which  contains  the  official  reports  of 
this  House,  now  before  me,  has  my  name  correct¬ 
ly  recorded  in  the  negative  upon  that  proposition. 
From  circumstances  connected  with  that  vote,  I 


have  a  distinct  recollection  that  I  voted  against  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH.  I  remember  distinctly 
that  your  vote  was  so  given  on  that  question. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  certainly  never  should  suspect 
my  friend  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Jones]  of  having 
voted  wrong  upon  this  question.  I  am  very  glad 
to  have  afforded  him  this  opportunity  of  setting 
himself  right.  We  all  know  his  consistency  upon 
this  subject,  and  however  the  Journal  might  place 
him,  every  one  knows  what  his  Democracy  is.. 
The  object  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.. 
Wentworth]  was  not  a  simple  expression  of  the 
right  of  this  Government  to  undertake  to  improve 
rivers  and  harbors  as  a  means  of  military  defence.. 
It  was  understood  and  intended  to  be  a  reflection 
upon  the  Executive,  who  had  sent  us  a  veto  mes¬ 
sage  upon  this  subject. 

Now,  sir,  I  find  in  July,  1848,  Mr.  Goggin  in¬ 
troduced  the  following  resolution: 

“  On  motion  of  Mr.  Goggin,  the  House  proceeded  to  the 
order  of  the  day,  and  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  re¬ 
port  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  upon  the  memorial 
from  the  Chicago  Convention  relative  to  the  improvement 
of  rivers  and  harbors  by  the  General  Government,  and  also- 
upon  other  memorials  upon  the  same  subject ;  the  veto 
message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  at  the  jiresent 
session  upon  a  bill  of  the  last  Congress,  providing  for  the 
improvement  of  rivers  and  harbors  ;  and  the  bill  relating  to 
tonnage  duties.  The  question  being  on  agreeing  to  the  sec¬ 
ond  resolution  accompanying  said  report,  which  was  read, 
as  follows : 

“  Resolved,  That  the  interests  of  our  national  commerce, 
the  Common  defence,  and  general  welfare  of  the  United 
States,  require  a  judicious  exercise  of  the  foregoing  power. 

“  And  the  question  being  put,  Will  the  Hause  agr^e 
thereto  ? — 

“  It  was  decided  in  the  affirmative — yeas  112,  nays  53.” 

Well,  sir,  under  the  power  given  by  these  words 
“general  welfaref,  ”  more  iniquities  have  been  per¬ 
petrated  upon  this  Government  than  under  any 
other  similar  words  in  the  English  language.  Un¬ 
der  the  plea  of  the  “  general  welfare”  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  all  the  distractions  which  have  convulsed  this 
Union,  and  shaken  this  Government  to  its  centre, 
have  been  included.  Such  was  the  Democracy  of 
the  gentleman  from  Maryland  at  that  time,  that  he 
was  found  in  the  small  minority  of  fifty-three.. 
Not  even  for  the  “  general  welfare”  could  he  be 
induced  to  give  to  Congress  any  such  power. 
Well,  sir,  Mr.  Polk,  to  his  eternal  honor  be  it 
said,  sent  back  a  paper  which,  if  he  had  not  affixed 
his  name  to  any  other  document,  would  have  ren¬ 
dered  his  name  dear  to  what  I  believe  to  be  the 
Democracy  of  this  country.  He  had  the  firmness 
to  send  back  to  this  House  a  veto  message  against 
this  river  and  harbor  bill,  which  condenses  all  the 
arguments  that  are  to  be  said  upon  this  side  of  the 
question . 

There  was  an  attempt  then  made  to  pass  the  bill 
“  over  his  head,”  and  a  resolution  was  introduced, 
as  follows: 

“The  third  resolution  was  then  read,  as  follows  : 

“  ^Resolved,  That  the  reasons  assigned  by  the  President  in 
‘  his  veto  message  of  December  15,  1847,  for  his  refusal  to 
‘  approve  and  sign  the  bill  passed  March  3, 1847,  making  ap- 
‘  propriations  for  the  improvement  of  certain  harbors  .'ind 
‘rivers,  are  deemed  insufficient  and  unsatisfactory.’ 

“And  the  question  being  put,  ‘Will  the  House  :igrce 
thereto?’  it  was  decided  in  the  affirmative — yeas  91,  navs 
72.” 

Well,  sir,  there  is  a  negative,  pregnant  with  an 
affirmative.  They  are  “insufficient  and  unsatis¬ 
factory.”  If  they  are  not,  they  are  satisfactory 
and  unanswerable  ;  and,  sir,  the  reasons  given  are 
unanswerable,  and  they  have  not  been  answered 


3 


to  this  day.  A  vote  was  taken  on  the  passage  of 
that  resolution,  and  it  was  decided  in  the  affirma-  • 
nive.  But  among  the  nays  we  find  the  name  of 
my  friend  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  j 
Commerce.  So  much  for  his  consistency.  So  , 
much  for  Satan  rebuking  sin.”  So  much  for  | 
the  gentleman  who  undertook  yesterday  to  read  us  ; 
a  lecture  on  Democracy. 

Mr.  McLAXE.  If  my  friend  from  Louisiana 
would  permit  me  at  this  moment,  before  he  goes 
to  general  topics  and  leaves  the  cross-road  of  my  \ 
consistency,  (and  a  very  cross  road  it  is  at  the  j 
best,)  and  will  allow  me,  I  will  say  simply,  in  expla¬ 
nation,  that  I  voted  to  sustain  Mr.  Polk’s  veto  on 
returning  the  river  and  harbor  bill  because  I 
thought  hi.s  reasons  satisfactory  and  sufficient.  1 
That  is  why  I  voted  to  sust2dn  him.  His  reasons  j 
were  satisfactory  and  sufficient  to  me,  and  1  voted  i 
so.  I  did  so,  i  may  be  permitted  to  say,  influ-  j 
enced  by  his  reasons  against  the  expediency  of  the  j 
measure,  which  seemed  to  render  it  desirable  that  Ij 
the  whole  question  ought  to  be  postponed  until  ji 
the  termination  of  the  war,  and  until  the  Treasury  i' 
was  in  a  better  position.  My  friend  from  Louisi- 
ana  will  not  forget,  I  am  sure,  that  portion  of  the  :j 
message.  Whatever  other  objections  or  reasons  ij 
there  may  have  been,  I  shall  not  now  notice.  I  j] 
am  confining  myself  to  my  own  personal  explana-  ji 
tion.  As  to  the  resolutions  of  the  gentleman  from  i: 
Illinois,  [Mr,  Wentworth,]  and  of  the  gentleman  '! 
from  Virginia,  and  another  set  of  resolutions  on  ' 
the  Journal,  which  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  j 
has  not  yet  found,  introduced  by  Mr.  Hunt  ofll 
Xew  York,  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Com-  ij 
merce,  I  voted  “no”  on  one  and  ail  of  them.  And  I  i 
w'ould  do  it  again  to-day  if  they  were  drawn  in  Ij 
that  wide  phraseology  that  would  catch  every-  i 
body;  and  that,  in  my  judgment,  made  them  res- ! 
olutions,  which  ought  not  to  be  enacted.  I  would 
vote  “no”  on  them  to-day.  That  is  my  explana¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  BURT,  (Mr.  Morse  yielding  the  floor.)  ' 
As  I  gave  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr.  ] 
McLane]  an  intimation  yesterday^ -  i 

Mr.  CARTTER  called  the  gentleman  to  order,  i 

Several  Members.  “Oh!  let  him  go  on.”  | 

Mr.  BURT.  I  wished  to  say  but  a  few  words;  , 
but  if  anybody  here  is  unwilling,  I  will  yield  the  ' 
floor.  If  anybody  here  objects  I  am  done.  | 

Mr.  AIORSE.  I  have  never  in  my  life  refused 
to  yield  the  floor  to  any  gentleman,  and  I  am 
willing  to  yield  it  now.  But  if  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Burt]  does  not  desire  it,  I  ! 
will  go  on  with  my  remarks.  j 

The  committee  have  heard  the  explanation  of  I 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Commerce.  If 
he  is  satisfied  with  his  explanation,  I  am  willing 
to  leave  the  question  there.  If  these  resolutions 
were  not  sufficiently  pointed,  if  they  were  so  1 
vague,  if  they  were  not  sufficiently  expressive  of  ji 
the  power  of  this  Government  to  make  these  inter-  J 
nal  improvements,  it  seems  to  me  that  language  ji 
cannot  make  them  plainer.  |! 

The  genlteman  is  willing  to  vote  for  it  in  the 
aggregate  or  in  the  concrete,  in  the  general  or  in  i' 
the  particular.  What  has  induced  the  change  I 
cannot  say.  It  may  be  that  the  duty  of  the  chair¬ 
man  of  a  committee  may  compel  him  at  times  to  , 
report  resolutions  or  measures  contrary  to  his  own 
ideas  of  right.  But  the  gentleman  has  not  even 
that  loop-hole  to  escape  through.  He  has  told  us  , 


that  he  desires  to  extend  the  system  further;  that 
he  would  have  doubled  and  quadrupled  many  of 
these  appropriations,  but  that  he  was  restrained  by 
the  action  of  the  committee.  The  gentleman,  there¬ 
fore,  has  sinned  with  his  eyes  open,  and  has  sim¬ 
ply  to  answ’er  for  a  very  common  offence  with 
politicians — that  of  “ turning  his  coat.”  [Roars 
of  laughter.] 

Being  found  an  ultra  man  in  opposition  to  the 
system  of  internal  improvements  at  one  time,  and 
an  ultra  advocate  of  that  system  at  another,  what 
could  have  effected  that  change  I  do  not  know. 

I  take  occasion  to  say  here,  once  for  all,  in  re¬ 
lation  to  Democracy,  that  I  have  lost  all  my  bear¬ 
ings.  If  the  Democracy  -which  has  been  described 
and  set  up  here  by  the  gentleman  from  Maryland 
be  the  true  and  faithful  one,  then,  sir,  I  am  hete¬ 
rodox.  If  the  Democracy  set  up  in  Pennsylvania 
for  the  protection  of  iron  and  other  great  interests, 
be  Democracy,  I  do  not  belong  to  that  party.  If 
the  Democracy  which  interferes  with  State  rights, 
and  meddles  with  the  power  of  the  State  govern¬ 
ments  over  its  own  affairs,  whether  in  relation  to 
rivers  or  harbors,  or  to  any  other  question,  be 
real  Democracy,  I  do  not  belong  to  that  class  of 
politicians.  I  am  anything  but  that.  With  me  a 
name  signifies  nothing.  I  go  for  persons  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  their  merits,  and  cannot  be  brought  to  alter 
and  turn  with  men  who  hold  every  single  princi¬ 
ple  antagonistical  to  mine.  Sir,  some  of  the  old 
party  issues  are  fairly  dead,  and  gone  to  the 
“tomb  of  the  Capulets.”  But  there  are  certain 
live  questions  now  which  agitate  the  country,  and 
on  those,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  I  find  men,  with  whom 
I  have  hitherto  acted,  belonging  now  to  a  different 
party  from  me. 

Mr.  McLANE.  What  right  have  you  to  claim 
the  name  of  Democrat.^ 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  claim  to  be  a  Demo¬ 
crat.  I  say  I  am  against  all  those  doctrines.  If 
they  are  right,  I  am  wrong.  I  am  a  Whig,  a 
Free-Soiler,  or  anything  else.  [Great  laughter.] 
I  do  not  belong  to  any  such  section  of  party. 
Nor  do  I  belong  to  the  Union  party  exclusively. 
When  I  say  that,  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  I  have 
no  feeling  for  the  perpetuity  of  this  Union.  There 
is  no  man  in  this  oody;  there  is  no  man  in  Amer¬ 
ica,  that  has  a  more  warm  or  devoted  attachment 
to  the  Union — the  Union  of  this  country  which 
was  founded  by  our  ancestors,  and  cemented  with 
their  blood.  A  man’s  loyalty  cannot  be  questioned, 
whose  ancestors  have  been  more  than  two  hun¬ 
dred  years  in  this  country.  Yet,  I  say  now,  once 
for  all,  that  I  am  for  a  Union  under  the  Constitu¬ 
tion,  and  protected  by  the  Constitution;  but  that  I 
am  for  no  Union  that  rides  over  these  barriers, 
and  those  doctrines  of  State  rights.  I  belong  to 
no  such  Union.  Sir,  the  word  “  Union”  has  no 
cabalistic  meaning  with  me.  My  ancestors  went 
into  and  established  a  Union  for  the  common  wel¬ 
fare  and  common  advantage.  And  whenever  that 
Union  is  used  to  carry  out  measures  which  de¬ 
grade  and  dishonor  my  people,  whenever  it  is 
used  by  a  majority  as  the  means  of  oppression, 

I  am  for  disunion,  and  no  party  ties,  no  fears  of 
any  responsibility,  will  make  me  say  the  con¬ 
trary. 

Sir,  I  have  been  drawn  from  the  substance  of 
the  few  remarks  which  I  proposed  to  address  to 
the  committee  upon  this  most  dangerous  and  mon¬ 
strous  proposition.  Why,  sir,  we  have  not  been 
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satisfied  with  increasing  the  expense  of  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  from  some  fl5,(K)0,000  or  $20,000,000, 
but  we  have  raised  the  expense  of  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  this  Government  to  some  sixty  or  sev¬ 
enty  millions;  and  now  the  spectacle  is  presented 
to  the  world,  of  the  United  States  embarking  in  a 
system  of  internal  improvements,  for  which  we 
shall  have  to  borrow  money  to  clean  out  ditches, 
and  rivers,  and  harbors.  Sir,  it  is  as  abhorrent 
to  me  as  is  the  meddling  with  the  slave  question. 
It  is  my  deliberate  conviction,  that  in  danger  to 
the  institutions  of  America,  in  a  tendency  to  pro¬ 
duce  disunion,  and  to  arm  brother  against  brother, 
this  monstrous  system  of  bribery  and  corruption 
through  the  means  of  the  public  Treasury,  is  even 
more  dangerous  than  any  other  that  has  been  agi¬ 
tated  in  this  country.  Men  who  would  scorn  a 
bribe,  whether  of  office  or  place,  can  be  approached 
by  this  system  of  bribing  them  through  attach¬ 
ment  to  their  constituents. 

Look  at  the  bill  that  is  before  us.  Sir,  if  an  im¬ 
provement  be  required  for  the  benefit  of  commerce 
at  the  mouth  of  the  Delaware  river,  or  of  any  other 
river,  let  it  stand  upon  its  own  merits.  Bring  in  a 
simple  bill,  and  let  it  be  discussed  upon  its  own 
merits.  But  by  this  system  of  lumping  together, 
this  system  of^buying  the  votes  of  members,  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  may  be  contin¬ 
ued  in  the  hands  of  one  set  of  men  forever. 

Sir,  in  regard  to  this  question,!  am  an  ultra  man. 
I  am  opposed  not  only  to  internal  improvements, 
rivers  and  harbors,  and  light-houses  on  the  lakes, 
but  I  am  opposed  to  them  on  the  seaboard. 
What  right  has  the  city  of  New  York  to  ask  this 
Government  to  aid  it  in  inducing  and  inviting  the 
commerce  of  the  city  of  Philadelphia.^  Where  do 
you  get  the  power  to  provide  for  light-houses, 
buoys,  and  breakwaters?  If  the  people  of  Phila¬ 
delphia  desire  to  compete  with  New  York,  let  them 
do  it.  It  lias  been  ascertained  that  every  power 
exercised  by  the  people  is  exercised  with  much 
more  judgment,  much  more  economy,  much  more 
use  to  the  public  at  large,  than  when  exercised  by 
the  Government.  Now,  there  are  gentlemen  here 
who  profess  to  hold,  that  the  doctrine  of  alow 
tariff,  or  a  tariff  for  revenue  purposes,  is  one  of 
the  elements  of  the  Democracy  of  this  country.  I 
ask  those  gentlemen  how  they  can — believing  those 
doctrines — vote  for  a  system  of  measures  which 
must  inevitably  involve  this  Government  in  debt 
to  the  amount  of  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars — 
a  debt  which  will  require  an  increased  taxation, 
which  will  induce  other  means  of  raising  money 
by  borrowing  it  through  the  means  of  a  United 
States  bank,  or  by  raising  the  tariff.^ 

And  I  suggest  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  [Mr.  Strong,]  and  other  gentlemen  who 
feel  the  least  interest  in  this  question  of  the  tariff, 
that  it  would  be  a  proper  occasion,  if  it  were  in 
order  to  do  so,  to  move  an  amendment  to  this  bill, 
so  adjusting  the  tariff  as  to  raise  a  revenue  for  the 
purpose  of  supplying  the  deficiency  expected.  For 
me  it  would  be  discourteous  to  do  so,  because  I 
should  be  compelled  to  vote  against  it  myself.  I 
believe  in  that  principle  adopted  by  my  friend  from 
New  York,  that  provides,  that  whenever  a  State 
intends  to  run  into  debt,  we  shall  also  provide  the 
means  of  paying  that  debt.  W e  have  already  pro¬ 
posed  in  this  bill  appropriations  amounting  to 
1,500,000,  and  everybody  knows,  that  before  the 
ill  leaves  this  House  its  appropriations  will  be 


increased  to  $5,000,000,  or  perhaps  to  $10,000,000. 
Now,  is  it  right,  is  it  fair,  is  it  honest,  when  our 
expenditures  already  exceed  our  revenues,  when 
our  revenue  does  not  equal  by  some  millions  our 
current  expenditures, — 1  repeat,  is  it  right  to  con¬ 
tract  obligations  we  have  not  the  means  of  paying  ? 
There  is  no  scheme  that,  like  this  stupendous  sys¬ 
tem  of  internal  improvements,  will  carry  away  so 
much  of  the  public  treasure.  There  is  nothing, 
either  for  which  men  are  so  ready  to  vote.  And 
why  Because  few  men  Avould  be  found  ready  to 
vote  against  an  appropriation  of  $100,000  at  their 
own  doors.  Still  I  cannot,  and  do  not,  understand 
that  principle. 

I  do  not  quarrel  with  the  Whigs  for  pursuing 
such  a  policy.  It  is  their  policy  to  have  a  splen¬ 
did  Government;  it  is  their  policy  to  spend  freely 
and  liberally  the  revenues  of  this  great  country, 
and  even  to  exceed  tliose  revenues.  It  is  their 
true  policy  to  “protect”  all  the  branches  of  our 
national  industry — agriculture,  commerce,  and 
manufactures — by  offering  bounties.  Gentlemen 
talk  about  this  Government  being  administered 
economically — gentlemen  who  talk  about  resisting 
the  oppression  of  this  Government,  because  they 
seek  to  interfere  with  the  institution  of  slavery  in 
the  Territories;  who  talk  about  State  rights,  when 
Government  chooses  to  characterize  what  particu¬ 
lar  institutions  shall  go  either  to  California  or  any 
other  Territory  or  State;  and  then,  sir,  undertake 
to  say  that  this  Federal  Government  can  have  the 
power  of  spending,  in  every  single  hamlet  and 
locality  in  the  States,  any  amount  of  money  it 
chooses,  without  their  consent.  I  know  that  there 
is  no  State  in  the  Union  which  has  been  more  lib¬ 
erally  a  partaker  in  this  system  of  internal  im¬ 
provements  than  the  State  of  Louisiana.  And 
there  is  no  part  of  this  State  that  has  been  a  larger 
recipient  of  these  appropriations  than  my  own 
district,  the  Red  river.  There  is  a  raft  of  fifteen 
miles  obstructing  the  commerce  of  one  of  the  most 
splendid  rivers  in  America,  running  through  sev¬ 
eral  States;  and  this  is  what  would  come  within 
Mr.  Calhoun’s  limit  of  “  national  improvement.” 
Yet,  I  say  that  the  people  of  Louisiana  were 
against  putting  their  hands  into  the  Treasury  for 
the  purpose  of  performing  a  work  that  they  ought 
to  do  themselves.  I  say  in  reference  to  this  mat¬ 
ter  what  I  would  say  to  my  constitu tents. 

Now,  sir,  there  are  southern  gentlemen  here 
who  talk  to  us  about  our  State  lights,  who  threaten 
to  dissolve  this  Union,  who  threaten  everything  if 
this  General  Government  undertakes  to  exercise 
the  simple  power  of  expressing  their  wishes  as  to 
what  shall  be  the  peculiar  institutions  of  one  of 
our  Territories;  and  yet  they  are  willing  to  vote 
millions  of  dollars  for  the  purposes  of  corurption, 
and  to  be  spent  amongst  officeholders  and  contract¬ 
ors,  and  other  clamoring,  brawling  politicians. 
There  could  be  no  better  answer  to  this  whole  sys¬ 
tem  of  internal  improvements  than  the  numbers  of 
memorials  on  our  table,  asking  the  General  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  undo  what  they  have  done.  I  say,  sir, 
that  even  if  we  had  the  power,  if  the  Constitution 
contained  a  clause  directly  authorizing  Congress 
to  improve  the  rivers  and  harbors  of  the  country, 
that  it  would  be  better  to  yield  up  the  pov/er  at 
once.  What  do  I  knov/  of  the  wants  of  the  rivers 
in  California,  Oregon,  or  Maine?  And  what  do 
the  Representatives  of  distant  States  and  Tcnito- 
ries  know  about  the  wants  of  the  people  of  Lou 
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isiana  ?  Why  have  the  thirty  members  from  the  ! 
States  of  New  York  or  Pennsylvania  a  right  to  , 
invite  commerce  to  their  doors  by  making  these  | 
improvements  at  the  expense  of  the  General  Gov-  j 
ernment  ?  It  should  be  left  to  private  competition.  . 
There  is  not  a  single  power  of  ibis  Government 
that  could  not  be  exercised  cheaper  and  better  if 
left  to  private  competition.  We  hear  a  great  deal  ' 
about  cheap  postage;  but  if  we  had  no  Govern-  '| 
ment  mails,  private  expresses  would  bring  letters  ! 
and  packages  to  our  doors  cheaper  and  better  than  | 
the  mails  do.  Look  at  the  telegraph,  the  great  im-  •: 
provement  of  the  present  century,  and  wdiich  has  ! 
conferred  immoria.lity  on  the  inventor.  Why,  sir,  j 
if  the  Government  had  undertaken  to  supply  the  ' 
country  with  telegraphs,  there  would  not  have  1 
been  one  tenth  of  the  telegraphic  facilities  that  i 
there  now  are.  The  energy  of  the  American  peo¬ 
ple  is  such  that  wherever  private  enterprise  and  i 
competition  are  at  work,  they  will  beat  our  Gov-  || 
ernment.  I  am  willing,  however,  that  the  Gov-  J 
ernment  should  exercise  every  powder  that  has  been 
granted  to  it  by  the  Constitution.  I  am  willing, 
for  instance,  tliat  it  should  exercise  power  over  ' 
the  post  office;  for,  although  there  is  no  doubt  that  I 
in  the  older  States — in  New  York  and  New  Eng-  '! 
land — the  work  could  be  done  better  by  priA’ate ’i 
enterprise,  yet  in  some  of  the  new  States,  there  ! 
might  not  be  population  and  means  enough.  ! 

Mr.  Chainnan,  without  the  least  fear  of  contra-  ' 
diction  I  invoke  the  authority  of  every  Republican  ■ 
or  Democratic  President,  against  this  monstrous  ! 
system  of  internal  improvements;  and  it  is  no  : 
answer  to  say  that  occasionally  they  have  been  : 
impelled  by  a  stern  necessity  to  sign  some  isolated 
bill,  for  which,  in  most  cases,  they  have  endeav-  I 
ored  to  draw  some  distinction,  and  have  univer-  ! 
sally  made  such  an  act  an  exception;  and  though  ; 
they  may  be  con%dcted  of  inconsistency,  it  is  not  j 
any  argument  in  favor  of  this  power.  If  you  can  j 
improve  a  river  already  navigable,  and  tax  the  i 
people  of  the  interior  for  the  benefit  of  those 
residing  on  the  borders  of  rivers,  creeks,  and 
bayous,  why  will  you  not  make  the  canals  and 
railroads  to  bring  the  produce  of  the  interior  to  ' 
the  streams  already  navigable.^  It  would  no  j| 
doubt  be  for  the  general  welfare,  as  it  would  also  !j 
be  to  build  carriages,  rail  cars,  and  all  the  neces-  j 
sary  means  of  transporting  freight  to  market.  ^ 

The  absolute  impossibility  of  drawing  any  real 
distinction  was  so  cleaidy  shown  in  Mr.  Polk’s 
unanswered  and  unanswerable  message,  that  it  ! 
would  be  a  work  of  .supererogation  to  repeat  it.  1 

When  General  Jackson  put  his  veto  to  one  of  * 
those  internal  improvement  bills,  there  were  more  [ 
than  one  hundred  millions  of  dollars’  worth  of 
internal  improvement  schemes  lying  upon  the  j 
Speaker’s  table,  and  it  requires  no  great  effort  of  i 
the  imagination  to  foresee  that  in  a  few  years  the  [ 
country  will  be  indebted  many  thousand  millions 
of  dollars. 

But  abandoning  all  the  strong  constitutional  ' 
objections  to  this  magnificent  system,  I  ask  gen¬ 
tlemen  how  it  tallies  with  their  notions  of  political  j 
economy,  to  open  the  door  of  the  Treasury  to  the  ■ 
hungry  expectants  of  river  and  harbor  improve-  1 
ments,  when  we  are  obliged  to  borroAv  money  to  ' 
pay  the  interest  of  our  public  debt? 

If  there  is  not  public  virtue  enough  left  with  the 
members  of  this  body,  to  resist  the  offer  of  a  1 
hundred  thousand  dollars,  to  be  exnended  in  their  '! 

^  A 


districts,  I  have  only  this  consolation  left,  that  in 
a  few  years  the  debt  for  tlie  internal  improvmer.U:- 
of  this  country  will  run  up  to  many  hundred  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars;  and  when  the  people  shall  begin 
to  feel  the  tax,  they  may  hold  their  represen  tat:  ves 
to  a  strict  account;  and  whenever  they  put  their 
veto  upon  it,  the  Treasury  will  be  relieved  from 
this  most  terrible  drain,  and  the  recuperative 
power  of  this  country  is  such  that  she  will  soon 
recover  from  the  effects,  and  be  once  more  the 
plain,  economical  Government  established  by  our 
fathers,  and  adminnstered  within  the  receipts  of  a 
scale  of  duties  which  looks  to  the  revenue,  and 
not  to  the  protection  of  particular  classes  or  inter¬ 
ests,  when  it  imposes  a  tax  upon  its  citizens. 

If  the  cure  of  this  disease  can  be  effected  in  this 
manner,  a  thousand  millions  would  be  cheaply 
paid  to  bring  the  Government  back  to  the  golden 
days  of  Democracy,  as  understood  by  Jefierson, 
Madison,  and  Jackson.  I  am  content  to  rest  the 
case  upon  the  argument,  as  presented  by  those 
gi'eat  men,  which  position  I  understand  to  have 
been  adopted  by  all  the  national  Democratic  con¬ 
ventions  up  to  1848,  which  nominated  Genera’s 
Cass  and  Butler,  and  by  them  fully  concurred  in, 
in  their  acceptance  of  that  nomination;  and  if  those  ■ 
gentlemen  are  now,  or  have  been  in  favor  of  inter¬ 
nal  improvements,  as  contemplated  by  the  provis¬ 
ions  of  this  bill,  I  will  only  say  that  it  will  not  be 
the  first  instance  in  which  gentlemen’s  principles 
and  votes  cut  at  right  angles. 

There  can  be  no  better  commentary  offered  upon 
the  whole  system,  than  the  fact  that  there  is  in  the 
bill,  and  that  there  are  lying  upon  your  table  hun¬ 
dreds  of  petitions  asking  Congress  to  undo  what 
they  have  already  done  towards  the  improvement 
of  rivers  and  harbors. 

The  object,  in  the  first  place,  ’wais  to  obtain  a 
large  .sum  of  money  to  be  expended  at  a  particular' 
point,  without  the  least  reference  to  the  improve¬ 
ment,  and  afterwards  to  obtain  as  much  more  for 
removing  what  never  w'as  desired  or  required.  If 
Congress  will,  without  surveys,  or  any  satisfac¬ 
tory  information,  injure  or  destroy  the  navigation 
of  streams  of  the  country,  there  is  some  show  of 
reason  in  requiring  that  they  should  place  the 
place  in  statu  quo,  and  I  submit  whether  it  would 
not  be  well,  after  the  end  is  gained  (the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  the  money)  to  stipulate  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  be  empowered  to  cede  all  such 
improvements  when  they  shall  be  found  to  be  use¬ 
less  to  the  respective  States,  and  thus  avoid  the- 
double  expenditure  of  undoing  what  w'as  uselessly 
and  unadvisedly  begun  in  the  first  place. 

I  shall  not  trespass  more  than  a  moment  longer 
on  the  attention  of  the  committee.  These  crude 
remarks  have  been  thrown  out  because,  as  I  said 
before,  I  am  opposed  to  the  bill,  and  the  resolution 
closing  debate  compelled  me  to  speak  without  al¬ 
lowing  me  an  opportunity  fully  to  refresh  myself 
with  a  review  of  various  authorities  on  this  sub¬ 
ject,  and  giving  me  no  time  to  make  anything  ap¬ 
proaching  to  a  satisfactory  review  of  the  details  of 
this  measure.  I  now  only  desire  to  state  to  my 
friends  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  to  my  Whig 
friends,  who  are  responsible  for  the  manner  in 
w'hich  this  Government  is  carried  on — I  desire  to 
ask,  in  sober  earnestness,  if  it  is  night,  if  it  is  prop¬ 
er,  now  at  the  close  of  the  session,  to  bring  in  a 
bill  w'hich  demands  great  research,  great  examin¬ 
ation,  to  the  imminent  danger  of  losing  the  anpro- 
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priation  bills,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  thsi 
policy  ?  I  ask,  if  at  this  late  day  the  monstrous  sys¬ 
tem  of  internal  improvements  should  be  forced 
through  this  House  without  allowing  an  opportu¬ 
nity  fairly  to  discuss  it  ?  There  is  not  time  to  con¬ 
sider  one  half  of  the  appropriations  and  improve¬ 
ments  proposed  so  carefully  and  deliberately  as 
they  should  be.  It  seems  to  me,  then,  that  it  is  the 
desire  and  intention  of  the  friends  of  the  bill,  to 
force  it,  in  the  very  words  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois,  “  over  our  heads.” 


FEBRUARY  15. 

[Mr.  McLane,  of  Maryland,  having  the  right 
to  close  the  debate  on  the  bill,  devoted  a  consider¬ 
able  portion  of  his  hour  to  the  attempt  to  show 
some  inconsistency  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Morse. 
The  House  unanimously  granted  leave  to  Mr.  M. 
to  reply  after  the  debate  was  finally  terminated, 
when  Mr.  M.  spoke  substantially  as  follows:] 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  not  take  advantage  of  the 
kindness  of  the  committee  to  trespass  for  more  than 
a  very  few  moments  on  their  indulgence  simply 
for  the  purpose  of  making  a  personal  explanation, 
and  to  reply  to  the  tissue  of  miserable  sophisms 
that  we  have  been  entertained  with  for  one  hour. 
And  if  I  do  not  satisfy  the  House  in  ten  minutes 
of  the  fallacy  of  the  gentleman’s  arguments,  I 
promise  never  to  make  issue  with  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Commerce  again. 

Sir,  when  the  gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his 
seat,  who  is  the  organ  of  one  of  the  most  important 
committees  in  the  House,  undertook  to  tell  us  ex 
cathedra  what  were  the  opinions  of  the  Democracy 
in  the  days  of  Madison,  Jefferson,  and  .Tackson, 
and  undertook,  by  a  sort  of  side-blow,  to  denounce 
those  who  differ  to-day  from  what  he  holds  to  have 
been  their  opinions  on  the  subject  of  internal  im- 
rovements,  I  venture  to  say  that  whatever  might 
ave  been  their  opinions,  the  gentleman  from  Mary¬ 
land  was  certainly  inconsistent  with  himself,  and 
diametrically  opposed  to  himself,  and  I  proved  it 
by  his  votes  on  this  question.  Now,  sir,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  is  the  father  of  a  general  system  of  improve¬ 
ments  of  rivers  and  harbors.  I  endeavored  to  leave 
him  a  loop-hole  which  he  might  have  taken  ad¬ 
vantage  of,  by  saying  that  perhaps,  as  the  organ  of 
the  committee,  he  was  bound  to  present  a  measure 
of  which  he  himself  did  not  approve;  but  he 
scorned  to  take  advantage  of  that  loop-hole,  and 
admitted  that  he  went  even  further  than  the  com¬ 
mittee;  and  he  boasted  of  his  treason  to  what  I 
call  Democracy;  he  boasted  that  he  would  have 
gone  further  than  the  committee;  that  he  would 
have  increased  the  appropriations  in  this  bill  by 
millions  of  dollars  if  he  had  not  been  checked  by 
the  committee.  The  gentleman  attempts  to  meet 
my  assertion  that  the  distinguished  statesmen  to 
whom  he  referred  were  not  in  favor  of  this  system, 
by  reading  a  solitary  exception  to  the  rule,  and  by 
showing  that  General  Jackson  and  other  distin¬ 
guished  Presidents  have  occasionally,  under  some 
great  pressure  from  without,  been  induced  to  sign 
bills  contrary  to  their  general  principles.  But  in 
every  single  message  in  such  cases  there  is  an 
apology  for  that  act,  and  an  ingenious  attempt  to 
draw  a  distinction*  Sir,  all  that  the  arguments  of 
the  gentleman  amount  to  is,  that  these  statesmen 
have  occasionally  been  inconsistent  with  them¬ 
selves;  but,  sir,  the  gentleman  has  to-day  endeav¬ 


ored,  by  a  quibble,  to  get  off  from  his  inconsistency 
by  saying,  that  these  resolutions  against  which 
I  have  shown  that  he  voted,  proposed  a  mon¬ 
strous  system  of  internal  improvements,  and  that 
he  would  vote  again  against  so  large  and  undefined 
a  system.  Well,  now,  sir,  this  is  the  resolution: 

“  Resolved,  That  the  General  Government  has  the  power 
j  to  construf’t  such  harbors  and  improve  such  rivers  as  are 
1  necessarj^  and  proper  for  the  protection  of  our  Navy  and  of 
our  commerce,  and  also  for  the  defences  of  our  country.” 

The  gentleman  voted  with  a  little  corporal’s 
guard  of  fifty-three  or  fifty-four  against  that  reso¬ 
lution.  And  yet  he  has  the  assurance  to  rise  in 
his  seat  here  and  tell  this  committee  and  the  coun¬ 
try  that  the  city  of  Baltimore  has  always  been 
I  represented  by  men  who  have  been  in  favor  of 
;  the  improvement  of  rivers  and  harbors.  Thegen- 
:  tleman  when  voting  against  that  resolution,  denied 
'  the  power  of  Congress  to  improve  rivers  for  the 
;  purpose  of  military  defence,  or  for  the  benefit  of 
the  commerce  of  the  country.  He  has  contra¬ 
dicted  himself  to-day  by  voting  to  improve,  at  an 
enormous  expense,  rivers  that  are  not  necessary 
for  the  purpose  of  defence  or  for  the  protection  of 
the  munitions  of  war.  If  the  gentleman  cannot 
perceive  that  the  resolutions  against  which  he 
1  voted,  narrowed  down  the  power  to  limits  infi¬ 
nitely  smaller  than  this  bill  does,  I  am  utterly  at 
a  loss  to  understand  his  powers  of  conception. 
But  the  gentleman,  feeling  the  truth  of  the  charge 
of  inconsistency  which  I  fastened  upon  him,  and 
which  every  man  in  this  committee  must  per¬ 
ceive,  undertakes  to  defend  himself  by  turning 
upon  me. 

Well,  sir,  suppose  that  I  had  been  inconsistent, 
would  that  have  been  any  answer  ?  But  let  us 
see  how  the  matter  stands.  Instead  of  taking  the 
*  record  and  pointing  out  a  solitary  vote  given  by 
i  me  during  the  seven  years  during  which  I  have 
j  been  in  Congress,  inconsistent  with  the  sentiments 
that  I  profess  to-day,  what  does  the  gentleman 
do  ?  He  reads  us  the  votes  of  Mr.  Soule  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  He  tells  us  of  some 
!  joint  resolution  passed  by  the  Legislature  of 
Louisiana.  He  tells  us  that  a  clause  was  insert¬ 
ed  in  the  last  general  appropriation  bill  for  im¬ 
provements  in  my  State,  and  that  I  did  not  get 
up  to  denounce  it,  when  I  happened  to  be  some 
thousands  of  miles  from  Washington  at  the  time. 
Am  I  responsible  for  the  votes  of  others  ?  Does 
it  fix  the  charge  of  inconsistency  on  me,  because 
some  other  gentlemen  may  have  voted  in  a  par¬ 
ticular  way?  And  even  if  he  had  proved  me 
inconsistent,  would  that  have  justified  him?  But 
the  gentleman  brings  it  a  little  nearer.  He  says 
that  I  voted  for  Cass  and  Butler,  and  he  shows 
that  these  gentlemen  have  occasionally  voted  for 
bills  similar  to  this.  Well,  suppose  I  did  vote  for 
Cass  and  Butler.  It  is  very  well  known  that  the 
Whigs,  as  a  party,  are  in  favor  of  a  magnificent 
system  of  internal  improvements.  And  while  I 
agreed  with  Cass  and  Butler  on  most  questions, 
it  may  have  been  a  source  of  regret,  that  I  could 
not  agree  with  those  gentlemen  upon  this  ques¬ 
tion.  But  it  will  be  recollected  that  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan,  [Mr.  Cass,]  whose  name  has 
been  drawn  into  this  debate,  has  never  given  us 
a  statement  of  his  principles  upon  this  subject. 
It  is  stated  that  at  Buffalo,  the  people  there  were 
extremely  anxious  to  hear  something  upon  this 
point,  but  the  “  noise  and  confusion”  was  so  great 
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that  we  have  never  heard  it  to  this  day.  Now, 
there  is  one  charge  against  me  that  the  gentleman 
has  been  led  into  by  the  error  of  the  Reporter  of 
the  Globe,  which  I  desire  to  correct.  I  certainly 
used  very  strong  language,  because  I  felt  deeply; 
and  when  I  feel  deeply,  I  do  not  care  about  weigh¬ 
ing  my  words.  But  1  am  made  to  say  here  in  the 
Globe,  that  if  this  bill  passed,  I  was  in  favor  of 
disunion.  Now,  I  used  those  words,  but  there 
were  some  other  words  between,  which  qualified 
the  position  which  I  took  in  relation  to  disunion. 
I  was  speaking  upon  the  subject  of  this  intermed¬ 
dling  with  State  rights  upon  the  subject  of  slavery. 
I  said  that  tliis  river  and  hai'bor  business,  this 
undertaking  to  go  into  the  States,  and  embark  in 
a  magnificent  system  of  internal  improvements, 
was  one  of  a  series  of  encroachments  upon  the 
part  of  the  Federal  Government  upon  the  rights 
of  the  States;  and  I  went  on  to  say,  that  it  was 
very  much  akin,  and  perhaps  not  less  dangerous 
than  intermeddling  with  the  slavery  question.  I 
then  went  on  to  remark  on  the  Union  party,  and 
I  stated  that  I  was  endeavoring  to  find  my  lati¬ 
tude  and  longitude  in  relation  to  politics;  and  I 
desired  to  state  to  the  gentleman  that  it  was  never 


my  intention  to  read  him,  or  any  other  man,  out 
of  the  Democratic  party.  But,  on  the  contrary, 
that  I  only  desired  to  say  that  my  position  was 
that  of  the  unfortunate  wight  who,  finding  himself 
in  one  of  our  western  hotels,  and  being  supplied 
with  a  beverage,  enjoined  the  waiter  if  that  were 
coffee  to  bring  him  tea,  and  if  that  were  tea  to 
bring  him  coffee,  but  that  he  would  have  no  more 
of  that.  That  is  what  I  intended  to  say.  I  did 
not  intend  to  say  that  I  was  a  Whig,  or  a  Free- 
Soiler,  or  an  Abolitionist;  but  that  if  the  senti¬ 
ments  expressed  by  the  gentleman  from  Maryland 
were  Democracy,  I  belonged  to  some  other  politi¬ 
cal  party.  I  then  went  on  to  say  something  upon 
the  subject  of  the  Union,  and  the  interference  with 
State  rights,  and  that  I  had  no  superstitious  devo¬ 
tion  for  the  Union;  and,  sir,  I  have  none.  The 
Union  was  formed  to  promote  the  happiness  and 
prosperity  of  the  whole  people,  and  when  it  is 
used  by  a  reckless  majority  as  the  means  of  op¬ 
pression — when  a  majority  seeks  to  interfere  with 
the  exercise  of  the  civil  or  religious  rights  of  the- 
States,  I  am  then  for  coming  out  of  the  Union — 
peaceably  if  we  can,  violently  if  we  must. 


Printed  at  the  Globe  Office,  Washington,  February,  1851. 
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